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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

The applicant's Argument as filed on 1/13/2010 based on the amended claims as filed 
on 10/20/2009 has been fully considered and is persuasive, thus, the last final office 
action has been vacated and a new office action is now mailed. 

However, upon further argument, the argument as wherein "the rail is configured 
to be attached to a surface other than the surfaces of the display device, wherein the 
surface comprises the outer surface of a wall " has been rejected over new prior art as in 
Thayer (US 5.732,140). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-4; 9; 16; 22-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
Unpatentable over Markow et al. (US 6,925, 188 B1) and Thayer (US 5,732,140). 



Re claim 1, Markow et al . disclose of a modular mounting bar for 
securing components for used with a display device comprising a 
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housing to a surface separate from the display device (fig.l (14); 
col. 2 line 41-42/lower shell having a housing surface separate from 
the Housing of display (12)) comprising: a plurality of audio-visual 
modules (fig.l (L, 32), -fig. 6; col. 2 line 64-col.3 line 7) and a rail 
configured to be attached to the surface via at least one of a 
plurality of openings disposed along the rail and the rail being 
configured to receive each of the modules at a respective one of a 
plurality of coupling points along the rail (fig. 2-4; fig.l (44, 20; 
20); fig. 5 (44, 46, 20); col . 3 line 23-35/rail with opening to receive 
the modules so as to be attached to the housing surface) and wherein 
the modules are positioned above or below the display device and 
within the vertical bound of the display device (fig.l (L, 32, 10, 
12); col. 2 line 37-60/the module as being below the display screen and 
within the vertical bound of the display) and wherein the rail is not 
coupled to either the display device or the housing of the display 
device (fig. 5; fig.l (10, 12, 18,20) the rail/support for the modules 
is not couple to the display or housing of the display, since being 
integrated with the housing (14)) and a cover configured to be secured 
in front of at least a portion of one of the modules (fig.l; fig. 5 
(18) ; col. 2 line 57-61) . 



While, Markow disclose of the surface housing (fig.l; such 
housing surface (14) is inherently being supported by a certain 
support to as to hold the portable computer) . However, Markow fail to 
disclose of the specific wherein the surface comprises the outer 
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surface of a wall. But, Thayer disclose of computer system wherein the 
surface comprises the outer surface of a wall (fig.l (12, 16, 34); 
fig. 2; col . 2 line 36-49: col . 4 line 42-60; the outer wall surface may 
be incorporated with the Housing of the speaker system) so as to 
provide good sound capability and being compatible with the small 
portable computer speaker enclosures. Thus, it would have been obvious 
for one of the ordinary skills in the art to have modified the prior 
art with implementing the specific wherein the surface comprises the 
outer surface of a wall so as to provide good sound capability and 
being compatible with the small portable computer speaker enclosures. 



Re claim 2, Markow et al . disclose of a modular mounting system 
for audio-visual components for use with a display device 
comprising a housing, comprising: at least one audio-visual 
module (fig.l (L, 32); col. 2 line 64-col.3 line 7/speakers and CD-ROM 
as the audio-visual modules) ; and a rail wherein the rail is 
configured to be attached to a surface other than surfaces of 
the display device (fig.l (10, 12 18, 20); fig. 5 (18, 44, 46, 20); 
col. 3 line 23-35/rail on surface of the housing and other than the 
display device housing (10, 12)), wherein the rail is separate 
from the display device and the housing of the display device, 
and wherein the rail is configured to receive the module at a 
plurality of locations along the rail fig.l (18, 20); fig. 5 (18, 
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44, 46, 20); col . 3 line 23-35/rail with opening to receive the 
modules) , wherein the module is positioned above or below the 
display device and within the vertical bounds of the display 
device (fig.l (L, 32, 10, 12); col. 2 line 37-60/the module as being 
below the display screen and within the vertical bound of the 
display) . 

While, Markow disclose of the surface housing (fig.l; such 
housing surface (14) is inherently being supported by a certain 
support to as to hold the portable computer) . However, Markow fail to 
disclose of the specific wherein the surface comprises the outer 
surface of a wall. But, Thayer disclosed of computer system wherein 
the surface comprises the outer surface of a wall. But, Thayer 
disclose of computer system wherein the surface comprises the outer 
surface of a wall (fig.l (12, 16, 34); fig. 2; col . 2 line 36-49: col . 4 
line 42-60; the outer wall surface may be incorporated with the 
Housing of the speaker system) so as to provide good sound capability 
and being compatible with the small portable computer speaker 
enclosures. Thus, it would have been obvious for one of the ordinary 
skills in the art to have modified the prior art with implementing the 
specific wherein the surface comprises the outer surface of a wall so 
as to provide good sound capability and being compatible with the 
small portable computer speaker enclosures. 
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Re claim 3, the modular mounting system of claim 2, wherein comprising 
having a cover that is configured to be securely position in front of 
the modules (fig.l (18); col. 2 line 57-61). 

Re claim 4, the modular mounting system of claim 3, wherein the 
cover is configured to be secured to the at least one module (fig.l 
(18) ; col. 2 line 57-61) . 

Re claim 9, the modular mounting system of claim 2, wherein the at 
least one audio-visual module comprises a loudspeaker (fig.l (L) ; 
col. 2 line 45-47; col. 2 line 63-65). 

Re claim 16, the assembly of claim 2, wherein the at least one of the 
audio-visual modules comprising a compact disk player (col. 3 line 5- 
8) . 

Re claim 22, the method of Claim 24, wherein the rail has portions 
thereof that define a channel; and wherein the audio-visual component 
has attachment surfaces that matingly connect with the channel to the 
rail, so as to fix the component in a desired location on the rail 
(fig. 5 (T, D) ; col . 3 line 25-35). 

RE claim 23, the method of Claim 22, further comprising: securing a 
cover to the component so as to secure the cover in a desired location 
on the component (fig.l (18); col. 3 line 33-36). 
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Re claim 24, Markow et al . disclose a method of mounting audio- 
visual components for use with a display device comprising a housing, 
to a surface separate from the display device (fig.l (14); col. 2 line 
41-42, comprising: securing a rail to the surface, (fig. 5; the rail is 
secured to a surface) ; and connecting an audio-visual component to the 
rail, wherein the audio-visual component is positioned above or below 
the display device and within the vertical bounds of the display 
device (fig.l (L, 32, 10, 12); col. 2 line 37-60/the module as being 
below the display screen and within the vertical bound of the 
display) . 

While, Markow disclose of the surface housing (fig.l; such 
housing surface (14) is inherently being supported by a certain 
support to as to hold the portable computer) . However, Markow fail to 
disclose of the specific wherein the surface comprises the outer 
surface of a wall. But, Thayer disclosed of computer system wherein 
the surface comprises the outer surface of a wall. But, Thayer 
disclose of computer system wherein the surface comprises the outer 
surface of a wall (fig.l (12, 16, 34); fig. 2; col . 2 line 36-49: col . 4 
line 42-60; the outer wall surface may be incorporated with the 
Housing of the speaker system) so as to provide good sound capability 
and being compatible with the small portable computer speaker 
enclosures. Thus, it would have been obvious for one of the ordinary 
skills in the art to have modified the prior art with implementing the 
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specific wherein the surface comprises the outer surface of a wall so 
as to provide good sound capability and being compatible with the 
small portable computer speaker enclosures. 



RE claim 25, the method of Claim 24, further comprising connecting at 
least one additional audio-visual component to the rail (fig. 2-5) . 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 5, 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Markow et al. (US 6,925, 188 B1) and Thayer (US 5,732,140) and Donohoe (US 
5,737,123). 

Re claim 5, the modular mounting system of claim 3, but, the combined 
teaching of Markow et al . and Thayer as a whole, fail to disclose of 
wherein the cover comprises a grille. But, Donohoe disclose of the 
similar concept of wherein the cover comprises a grille (col. 3 line 
35-40) for protecting the speaker again damage. Thus, it would have 
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been obvious for one of the ordinary skill in the art to have modified 
the prior art with incorporating the cover comprises a grille for 
protecting the speaker again damage. 

Similarly Re claim 29 has been analyzed and rejected with respect to 
claim 5. 

Claims 10; 17, 37, 44 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
overMarkow etal. (US 6,925, 188 B1)and Thayer (US 5,732,140) and Simon (US 
2001/0027560 A1). 

Re Claim 10, the modular mounting system of claim 2, but, the combined 
teaching of Markow et al . and Thayer as a whole, fail to disclose of 
wherein at least one audio-visual module comprises a DVD player. But, 
Simon disclosed of a system wherein the similar concept of having such 
audio-visual module comprises a DVD player (fig. 6; par [0043]) so as 
to enable user to play movies. Thus, it would have been obvious for 
one of the ordinary skill in the art to have modified the prior art 
with incorporating audio-visual module comprises a DVD player so as to 
enable user to play movies. 



Re claim 17, the assembly of claim 2, but, the combined teaching of 
Markow et al . and Thayer as a whole, fail to disclose of wherein the 
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at least one of the audio-visual modules comprising a digital video 
recorder. But, Simon disclosed of a system wherein the similar concept 
of having such audio-visual module comprises a digital video recorder 
(fig. 6; par [0043]) so as to enable user record video images. Thus, it 
would have been obvious for one of the ordinary skill in the art to 
have modified the prior art with incorporating audio-visual module 
comprises a digital video recorder so as to enable user record video 
images . 

Similarly Re claims 37, 44 have been analyzed and rejected with regard 
to claims 10, 17. 

Claim 6-8; 11-15; 18-21; 26-28; 30-36, 38-43, 45-48 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Markow et al. (US 6,925, 188 B1) and Thayer (US 
5,732,140). 

RE claim 6, the modular mounting system of Claim 2, but, the combined 

teaching of Markow et al . and Thayer as a whole, fail to disclose Of wherein 

the rail comprises a plurality of openings configured to receive a fastener, the fastener 
being securable to the surface. 



But, it would have been obvious for one of the ordinary skill in the art to 
have tried in modifying the rail as disclosed with additionally having a plurality of 
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openings configured to receive a fastener, the fastener being securable to the surface 
with producing no unexpected result when providing further stability to the portable 
device. 

RE claim 7, the modular mounting system of Claim 2, wherein the rail comprises: 
a base configured to define a mating relationship with the at least one module (fig. 5 
(T,B);/providing a mating relationship with the module ); but, the combined teaching of 
Markow et al. and Thayer as a whole, fail to disclose of such rail having a pair of 
flanges that defines a groove running along the lengthwise edge of the base. 

But, it is noted the concept of having such rail having a pair of flanges that 
defines a groove running along the lengthwise edge of the base is merely an obvious 
variation of the engineering design with producing no unexpected result. 

Re claim 8, the modular mounting system of Claim 7, wherein the pair of flanges 
each extend approximately perpendicularly from each end of the base and along 
opposing longitudinal edges of the base, each flange having a portion comprising an 
inwardly extending (see claim 7 rejection). 

Re claim 11, the assembly of claim 2, the combined teaching of Markow 
et al. and Thayer as a whole, failed wherein the module comprise an 
amplifier. But, it would have been obvious for one of the ordinary 
skill in the art to have tried in modifying the module as additionally 
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having such audio-visual module comprise an amplifier so as to 
increase the audio signal for the listener. 

Re claim 12, the modular mounting system of claim 2, but, the combined 
teaching of Markow et al . and Thayer as a whole, failed to disclose of 
the audio-visual module comprise a television tuner. Similarly, it 
would have been obvious for one of the ordinary skills in the art to 
have tried in modifying such module with additionally including such 
audio-visual module comprise a television tuner so as to enable the 
user to receive television program as desired. 

RE claim 13, the modular mounting system of Claim 2, but, the combined 
teaching of Markow et al . and Thayer as a whole, failed to disclose of 
wherein the at least one audio-visual module comprises an audio-visual 
controller . 

Similarly, it would have been obvious for one of the ordinary 
skills in the art to have tried in modifying such module with 
additionally including such audio-visual module comprise an audio- 
visual controller so as to enable the user to manually adjust the 
module device. 



Re claim 14, the modular mounting system of Claim 2, but, the combined 
teaching of Markow et al . and Thayer as a whole, failed to disclose of 
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wherein the at least one audio-visual module comprises a wireless 
transmitter . 

Similarly, it would have been obvious for one of the ordinary 
skills in the art to have tried in modifying such module with 
additionally including such audio-visual module comprise a wireless 
transmitter so as to relay audio-video signal to other component of 
the device. 

RE claim 15, the modular mounting system of Claim 2, but, the combined 
teaching of Markow et al . and Thayer as a whole, failed to disclose of 
wherein the at least one audio-visual module comprises a wireless 
receiver . 

But, it would have been obvious for one of the ordinary skills in the 
art to have tried in modifying such module with additionally including 
such audio-visual module comprise a wireless receiver so as to relay 
video signal received from the outside. 

RE claim 18, the modular mounting system of Claim 2, but the 
combined teaching of Markow et al . and Thayer as a whole, failed to 
disclose of wherein the at least one audio-visual module comprises an 
MP3 player. 
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But, it would have been obvious for one of the ordinary skills in 
the art to have tried in modifying such module with additionally 
including such audio-visual module comprise an MP3 player so as to 
enable the storage and playing of audio files. 

Re claim 19, the modular mounting system of Claim 2, but the 
combined teaching of Markow et al . and Thayer as a whole, failed to 
disclose of wherein the at least one audio-visual module comprises a 
central processing unit (CPU) . 

But, it would have been obvious for one of the ordinary skills in 
the art to have tried in modifying such module with additionally 
including such audio-visual module a central processing unit (CPU) so 
as to integrate all the module components for processing. 

Re claim 20, the modular mounting system of Claim 2, but the combined 
teaching of Markow et al . and Thayer as a whole, failed to disclose of 
wherein the at least one audio-visual module comprises a media center. 

But, it would have been obvious for one of the ordinary skills in 
the art to have tried in modifying such module with additionally 
including such audio-visual module comprises a media center so as to 
enable the user to play various kind of media as in (music, movies, 
photo) as desired. 
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Re claim 21, the modular mounting system of Claim 2, but the combined 
teaching of Markow et al . and Thayer as a whole, failed to disclose of 
wherein the at least one audio-visual module comprises an audio-visual 
signal distribution system. 

But, it would have been obvious for one of the ordinary skills in the 
art to have tried in modifying such module with additionally including 
such audio-visual module comprises an audio-visual signal distribution 
system so as to distribute scrambled pay TV program provided by the TV 
program provider. 

Re Claim 26, Markow et al . disclose of an assembly for mounting audio- 
visual components for use with a wall-mounted display device 
comprising a housing, the assembly comprising: at least two audio- 
visual modules comprising loudspeakers (fig.l (L, 32); col. 2 line 64- 
col.3 line 7) ; a rail wherein the rail is configured to only be 
attached to a surface other than surfaces of the display device and 
the housing of the display device, (fig. 2-5); and wherein the rail is 
configured to receive the modules (fig. 3), wherein the audio-visual 
modules are positioned above or below the display device and within 
the vertical bounds of the display device (fig.l (L, 32, 10, 12); 
col. 2 line 37-60/the module as being below the display screen and 



Application/Control Number: 10/786,576 
Art Unit: 2614 

within the vertical bound of the 
mating relationships with the at 
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display) ; and a cover and defining a 
least two modules (fig. 5 (18). 



While, Markow disclose of the surface housing (fig.l; such 
housing surface (14) is inherently being supported by a certain 
support to as to hold the portable computer) . However, Markow fail to 
disclose of the specific wherein the surface comprises the outer 
surface of a wall. But, Thayer disclose of computer system wherein the 
surface comprises the outer surface of a wall (fig.l (12, 16, 34); 
fig. 2; col . 2 line 36-49: col . 4 line 42-60; the outer wall surface may 
be incorporated with the Housing of the speaker system) so as to 
provide good sound capability and being compatible with the small 
portable computer speaker enclosures. Thus, it would have been obvious 
for one of the ordinary skills in the art to have modified the prior 
art with implementing the specific wherein the surface comprises the 
outer surface of a wall so as to provide good sound capability and 
being compatible with the small portable computer speaker enclosures. 



Similarly, it would have been obvious for one of the ordinary 
skills in the art to have such cover as having a dimension 
approximately equal to a length of the display device so as to create 
a more aesthetic appearance. 
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RE claim 27, the assembly of Claim 26, wherein the cover is configured 
to be coupled to the modules (fig. 1,5 (18)). 

RE claim 28, the assembly of Claim 26, wherein the cover is configured 
to be coupled to the rail (fig. 1,5 (18)). 

RE claim 30, the assembly of Claim 26, wherein comprising the modules 
comprising the loudspeakers (fig. 5 (L) . 

Similarly, it would have obvious for one of the ordinary skill in 
the art to have tried in modifying the modules with further having 
such third module comprising a loudspeaker with producing no 
unexpected result based on the designer's preference. 

Similarly Re claim 31-32 has been analyzed and rejected with respect 
to claims 11, 15. 

RE claim 33, Markow et al . disclose of a modular mounting bar for 
securing components in proximity to a display device having a width, 
comprising: a rail having mounting locations for audio-visual 
components and configured to be secured to a surface independent from 
the display device (fig.l (14); fig. 2-5; col. 2 line 41-42/lower shell 
having a rail to a surface separate from the display (12)); and means 
for connecting an audio-visual component to multiple locations on the 
rail so that component locations match the width of the display device 
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(fig.l (L) ; speaker match the width of display), wherein the component 
is positioned above or below the display device and within the 
vertical bounds of the display device (fig.l (L, 32, 10, 12); col . 2 
line 37-60/the module as being below the display screen and within the 
vertical bound of the display) . 



While, Markow disclose of the surface housing (fig.l; such 
housing surface (14) is inherently being supported by a certain 
support to as to hold the portable computer) . However, Markow fail to 
disclose of the specific wherein the surface as being the surface of a 
wall. But, Thayer disclose of computer system wherein the surface as 
being the surface of a wall (fig.l (12, 16, 34); fig. 2; col. 2 line 36- 
49: col. 4 line 42-60; the outer wall surface may be incorporated with 
the Housing of the speaker system) so as to provide good sound 
capability and being compatible with the small portable computer 
speaker enclosures. Thus, it would have been obvious for one of the 
ordinary skills in the art to have modified the prior art with 
implementing the specific wherein the surface as being the surface of 
a wall so as to provide good sound capability and being compatible 
with the small portable computer speaker enclosures. 



It would have been obvious for one of the ordinary skill in the 
art to have the display device being secured to the wall so as to 
provide the display with additional stability. 
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RE claim 34, the module mounting bar of Claim 33, further comprising 
means for connecting at least one additional audio-visual component to 
the rail (fig. 3 (L) ) . 



Re claim 35, Markow et al . disclose of a modular mounting bar for 
securing components in proximity to a display device having a width, 
comprising: a plurality of audio-visual-modules (fig.l (L, 32); col . 2 
line 64-col.3 line 7/speakers and CD-ROM as the audio-visual modules); 
a rail configured to be secured to an outer surface independent from 
the display device and having a length (fig. 2-4; fig.l (10, 12, 44; 
20); fig. 5 (44,20); col. 3 line 23-35); wherein the rail has a 
plurality of mounting holes at each of a plurality of module mounting 
locations to match module mounting to the width of the display device, 
and wherein each of the modules is configured to be attached to the 
rail at a respective one Of the module mounting locations fig. 2-4; 
fig.l (44; 20); fig. 5 (44,20); col. 3 line 23-35/rail with opening to 
receive the modules) , wherein the modules are positioned above or 
below the display device and within the vertical bounds of the display 
device fig.l (L, 32, 10, 12); col. 2 line 37-60/the module as being 
below the display screen and within the vertical bound of the 
display); and a cover having a length (fig.l (18); col. 2 line 55-60). 

While, Markow disclose of the surface housing (fig.l; such 
housing surface (14) is inherently being supported by a certain 
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support to as to hold the portable computer) . However, Markow fail to 
disclose of the specific wherein the surface as being the surface of a 
wall. But, Thayer disclose of computer system wherein the surface as 
being the surface of a wall (fig.l (12, 16, 34); fig. 2; col . 2 line 36- 
49: col. 4 line 42-60; the outer wall surface may be incorporated with 
the Housing of the speaker system) so as to provide good sound 
capability and being compatible with the small portable computer 
speaker enclosures. Thus, it would have been obvious for one of the 
ordinary skills in the art to have modified the prior art with 
implementing the specific wherein the surface as being the surface of 
a wall so as to provide good sound capability and being compatible 
with the small portable computer speaker enclosures. 



It would have been obvious for one of the ordinary skill in the 
art to have the display device being secured to the wall so as to 
provide the display with additional stability. 

Similarly, it would have been obvious for one of the ordinary 
skills in the art to have tried in modifying such length of the rail 
with additionally having the length not being greater than the width 
of the display device with producing no unexpected result. 

Also, it would have been obvious for one of the ordinary skills 
in the art to have such cover as being substantially the same as the 
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width of the display device for providing a more aesthetic appearance 
to the device. 

Re claim 36, the modular mounting bar of Claim 35, wherein at 
least one of the audio-visual modules comprises a loudspeaker (fig.l 
(L) ) . 

Re claim 43, the modular mounting bar of claim 35, wherein at least 
one of the audio-visual modules comprise a compact disc player (col. 3 
line 5-8) . 

Similarly, RE claims 38-42; 45-48 have been analyzed and rejected with 
respect to claims 11-15, 18-21. 
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